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Church. They could not, even had they wished, be accepted
as defenders of the Order.
The papal commission therefore found no defenders when
it met on November 3rd. It adjourned until December
27th, but again not a single Templar offered to give evidence
in favour of the Order. The commissioners summoned
the two Knights Templars, William de Chambonnet and
William de Sartiges, who had been appointed to represent
the brethren. But the conduct of the defence had been in
the hands of the two priests, de Boulogne and de Pruino,
and the knights asked for their presence. That, the court
gravely replied, was impossible. Both de Boulogne and
de Pruino had appeared before the Council of Sens and con-
fessed themselves guilty. De Pruino had been degraded
by the council and sentenced to a term of imprisonment.
He could not therefore be permitted to appear, and had in
any case voluntarily withdrawn from the process. Peter de
Boulogne had also been degraded and imprisoned, but had
broken gaol. It is satisfactory to know that this doughty
defender of the Temple escaped from the clutches of Philip
the Fair.
De Sartiges and de Chambonnet had neither the ability nor
the education to enable them to conduct the defence before
the commission and were doubtless also afraid that, if they
acted as representatives of the prisoners, they would bring
swift vengeance upon themselves. Both begged to be
allowed to withdraw, and the Templars were thus left
without a single representative before the commission. Not
that it mattered much, for nearly every brother who now
gave evidence before the commission had admitted his guilt
and been absolved by the Church. Including those already
heard, the commissioners examined 231 witnesses, most of
:hem servants. All the Templars knew that death or life-
'ong imprisonment would be their fate if they retracted their
juilty confessions, and the trial therefore was quite farcical,
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